This specimen, no. 115178 in the U. S. National Museum, was described by Prentiss (1903) (1911) reported that "every skull has the brain case broken and lost." Many Norton (1930, p. (1922) reported remains of "the large mink" from Boynton's shell heap at Lamoine, near the head of Frenchman's Bay. His specimens were examined by G. M. Allen, who later (1942, pp. 181-183) (1930, p. 27) More recently, Waters and Ray (1961) Goodwin (1935, p. 70) suggested that the sea mink "might well have been found in the salt marshes and rivers along the coast of the state." In Rhode Island, Cronan and Brooks (1962, p. 104) consider the former occurrence of the sea mink as possible but speculative. Anderson (1947, p. 192 They carried their dogs with them, and, besides guns, shovels, pick-axes and crow-bars, took a good supply of pepper and brimstone. If they took refuge in holes or cracks of the ledges, they were usually dislodged by working with shovels and crow-bars, and the dogs caught them when they came out. If they were in crevices of the rocks where they could not be got at and their eyes could be seen to shine, they were shot and pulled out by means of an iron rod with a screw at the end. If they could not be seen, they were usually driven out by firing in charges of pepper. If this failed, then they were smoked with brimstone, in which case they either came out or were suffocated in their holes (Hardy, 1903) .
In a short time these practices exterminated the sea mink.
Mansueti (1954) Allen (1942, p. (1929) , who published a picture of the mink and was at pains to point out that it was "beyond price"
and was sought by many of the nation's museums; however, Clark did not wish to part with it.
In 1935, Good^vin published a photograph (his plate IV, b) of the specimen, from Clarence Clark, depicting it as the sea-mink. Stupka, in the early 1930s, examined and photographed the same mount, and his picture was subsequently published by Leopold (1936 (1935, p. 70) , in discussing the same specimen, says that Clark reported it taken "by a neighbor of his near the Bay of Fundy about 1874." This may have referred to the Joncsport specimen of "about 1880" mentioned by Norton (1930, p. 31 (Seton, 1929, vol Prentiss (1903) , Hollister (1913) , and Norton (1930) -wide rostrum, large infraorbital foramen, low audital bullae, rugose parietal, basioccipital with strong knob-appear to me to be relatively minor in nature, and not of the magnitude generally considered as distinguishing species. This was the opinion of Loomis (1911) , whose materials, in all probability, represented macrodon. Loomis and Norton were not altogether in agreement as to the nature of the sagittal crest, which probably varied with the age of their specimens.
As attested by Hardy (1903) 
